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the point that I think there is a point here. And, Nr. Presi
dent, the point is that for three years, since I' ve been here,
the motion was made, if failed to receive 40 votes it was then
read again. I withdraw my motion.

SPEAKER LUEDTKE: All rignt. Thank you, Senator Nills. How
Senator DeCamp, would you close on your motion.

SENATOR DeCAMP: This is one of those rare cases where every
single person is right on this issue. It is true that 1n the
past we had followed a different procedure. That happens to
have oeen a violat1on of the statutes. The other day, when
we did this matter, Jerry Whelan, astute lawyer, researcher,
whatever that he is, found this Section of the statutes.
Therefore, he made us follow the new procedure, o r the p r o 
cedure that has actually existed in the law for some time
that we had not been following. As a consequence Jack N1lls,
who would have seen successful in at least getting his issue
on the November ballot, was thwarted through a fluke of fate
or whatever. Ny intent here today is merely to give him the
opportun1ty to have the vote under the cond1tions that he
should have gotten in the first place. But there is another
lesson for all of us to learn here. I would like to urge you
to pay particularly close attention to another bill where
you™e putting a legislative rule procedure into the statutes
rather than 1nto the rule book. It will haunt you some day.
It is Senator Bereuter's proposal. The proposal to have
business, economic impact. Think about that one. You star t
putting things like that in the statutes and it will tie up
the Legislature. You can't suspend it . You can' t so l v e t he
problem that way. You can't address the problem because you
are tied 1nto a statute. So I suggest that we correct this
one by putting this matter in the rules. R emember I a s k ed
your permission to suspend the rules the other day and intro
duce a special bill to correct the very problem that occurred.
That bill is now introduced. I will bring it to the floor as
soon as we can. We can correct this situation so it doesn' t
occur 1n the future, so we can handle 1t 1,n an orderly manner.
But at this time there is a shortage of people here. Jack
has enough votes, if everybody is here, or almost everybody,
to get this reconsidered. So I guess what I'm suggesting to
you is that a few of you, that might even vote against 1t,
might even vote against it on its final passage, at least give
him the benefit oi the doubt here and let the reconsideration
motion pass. Once the reconsiderat1on motion passes we can
sit on it until such time as can be moved to Final or whatever.
All we' re doing now 1s giving life to this particular idea.
One other thing. Senator Nichol raised a point. He said
we' ve .-ot to be careful about giving exemptions and on, and on,
and on, and people buying faulty or hustle type solar equipment.
Wait a minute. You' re not doing that with this thing if you
pass it . You' re not doing that at all. A ll y ou ' re d o ing 1 s
putting on the ballot the question of whether the people
snould give the Legislature authority to make laws in this
area. You' re not giving exemptions necessarily. It's still
back 1n your hands. You make the decisions in the future.
That is all you' re doing. So it isn't as if you' re giving
away the farm or anything. You' re putting it on the ballot,
first of all, to determine where the people want you to decide
in tnis area, and second, if they do, you still nave all of
the decision-making authority here. So t hink you ought to
give Jack a vote to at least have the reconsideration. We
can debate the merits another day.
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